
COMMONWEALTH OF KENTUCKY 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

In the Hatter of: 

THE TARIFF APPLICATION OF SOUTH 1 
CENTRAL BELL TELEPHONE COMPANY TO ) 
UODIFY ESSX SERVICE8 FOR 1 
CONFIDENTIAL TREATMENT OF PROPOSED ) 
SECTION P 1 2  AND TO PROVIDE LATE 1 
FLEXIBILITY 1 

1 
THE TARIFF FILING OF SOUTK CENTRAL 
BELL TELEPHONE COMPANY TO ESTABLISH ) 
MEGALINK CXANNEL SERVICE 1 

CASE NO. 10212 

CASE NO. 10218 

0 R D E R  

On A p r i l  29, 1988, M C I  Telecommunications COrpOr&tiOn ( " U C I " )  

filed a notion to Consolidate the above captioned cases. On Hay 

l Z 8  1988, South Central Bell Telephone Company ("SCB") filed a 

response to MCI'S notion to Consolidate. 

As reason f o r  its Hotion, "MCI states that there appears to 
be common pricing issues in the Megalink Tariff which is the 

subject of Case No. 10218 and the ESSX Service Tariff in Case No. 

10212.m1 Furthermore, MCI contends that consolidation will not 
unduly delay the investigation or resolution of pricing iseues. 2 

UCI Motion to Consolidate, page 1. 

Ibid., pages 1-2. 



SCB opposes consolidation of the cases on the ground that 

"there are no common issues because the services are 80 

differer~t."~ SCB explains that E S S X  Service is a central 

office-based switched access s e r ~ i c e , ~  while Megalink Channel 

Service is a private line s e r v i ~ e . ~  Finally, SCB states that the 

Megalink Channel Service tariff filing is less complicated than 

the ESSX Service tariff filing and, therefore, consolidation of 

the cases w i l l  unnecessarily delay a decision on Megalink Channel 

Service. 6 

The Commission is of the opinion and finds that the cases 

should not be consolidated. Although there may be pricing issue8 

common to E S S X  Servfce and Megalink Channel Service, clearly they 

are distinct types of services and r a i s e  distinct issues beyond 

t h e  question of p r i c i n g .  Furthermore, separate tracts should 

result in SrnQothet case management for all concerned. 

ACCOtdingly, the above finding i S  HEREBY ORDERED- 

SCB Reeponee to HCI Motion to Consolidate, page 1. 

- Ibid. 

' JbLd., page 2. 

- I b i d .  

-2- 



Done a t  Prankfort, Kentucky, this 18th day of my, 1988. 

PUBLIC SERVICE C O W I S S I O N  

/@-L.LQ. 
Chairman 

3 missioner 

ATTCST: 

Executive Director 


